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Table 4.12-24 Horizon Year (2040) Intersection Analysis – With Mitigation 
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Table 4.12-24  Horizon Year (2040) Intersection Analysis – With Mitigation (Cont’d) 
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Table 4.12-24  Horizon Year (2040) Intersection Analysis – With Mitigation (Cont’d) 

 
Source: (Urban Crossroads, 2019e, Table 8-4) 
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4.13 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

The analysis in this Subsection relies on information contained in a report titled “A Cultural Resources Study 
for the Majestic Chino Heritage Project,” prepared by Brian F. Smith and Associates, Inc. (hereafter “BFSA”) 
and dated September 11, 2019 (BFSA, 2019a).  This report, which includes the findings from archaeological 
pedestrian surveys; a cultural records search and sacred lands search and an inventory of all recorded 
prehistoric and tribal cultural resources located on and within a one-mile radius of the Project Site and the 
excess fill dirt sites, is provided as Technical Appendix D to this EIR. 
 
Written and oral communication between Native American tribes, BFSA, and the City of Chino is considered 
confidential in respect to places that have tribal cultural significance (Gov. Code § 65352.4).  Although all 
relevant communications that occurred between Native American tribes, BFSA, and the City of Chino were 
relied upon to inform the preparation of this EIR Subsection, those communications are treated as confidential 
and are not available for public review.  Under existing law, environmental documents must not include 
information about the location of archeological sites or sacred lands or any other information that is exempt 
from public disclosure pursuant to the Public Records Act (Cal. Code Regs. § 15120(d)).  Confidential 
information that falls under the limits described above has been redacted from Technical Appendix D for 
purposes of public review. 
 
4.13.1 EXISTING CONDITIONS 

A. Regional Setting 

The Project Site and excess fill dirt sites are located in the southern portion of the City of Chino, San Bernardino 
County, California.  The Paleo-Indian Period, Archaic Period, Late Prehistoric Period, and Protohistoric Period 
are the four general prehistoric cultural periods represented in San Bernardino County, as summarized briefly 
below.  Refer to Technical Appendix D for a detailed discussion about the prehistoric cultural periods in San 
Bernardino County. 
 

• Paleo-Indian Period (Late-Pleistocene: 11,500 to 9,000 years ago).  The Paleo-Indian Period is 
associated with the terminus of the late Pleistocene period.  During this time, the climate became 
warmer, causing sea levels to rise and major vegetation changes to occur.  Paleo Indians were attracted 
to multiple habitats, including mountains, marshlands, estuaries, and lakeshores, and used a more 
generalized adaptation of hunting and gathering to survive.  (BFSA, 2019a, p. 3.0-2) 

• Archaic Period (Early and Middle Holocene: 9,000 to 1,300 years ago).  The Archaic Period marks a 
shift from the Pleistocene to the Holocene period, representing a time when substantial environmental 
changes occurred.  In southern California, this period is associated with a number of different cultures, 
complexes, traditions, periods, and horizons, including San Dieguito, La Jolla, Encinitas, Millingstone, 
Pauma, and Intermediate.  (BFSA, 2019a, pp. 3.0-2 - 3.0-3) 

• Late Prehistoric Period (Late Holocene: 1,300 years ago to 1790).  Approximately 1,350 years before 
present, a Shoshonean-speaking group moved into San Bernardino County, marking the transition to 
the Late Prehistoric period.  This Period is characterized by higher population densities, the expansion 
of social, economic, and political systems, and innovations in technological systems.  During this 
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Period, the San Bernardino County area was inhabited by the Cahuilla, Gabrielino, and Luiseño 
Indians.  (BFSA, 2019a, p. 3.0-3) 

• Protohistoric (Late Holocene: 1790 to Present).  At the time of Spanish contact, southwestern San 
Bernardino County was primarily occupied by the Gabrielino (also known ethnographically as the 
Tongva) and Serrano.   
 
The Gabrielino lived in permanent villages and smaller resource gathering camps occupied at various 
times of the year depending upon the seasonality of the resource.  The Gabrielino territory covered 
much of present-day Los Angeles and Orange counties, with a southern extent was bounded by Aliso 
Creek, an eastern extent east of present-day City of San Bernardino (along the Santa Ana River), a 
northern extent including the San Fernando Valley, and a western extent including portions of the Santa 
Monica Mountains.  Because of their access to certain resources, including a steatite source from Santa 
Catalina Island, the Gabrielino group was among the wealthiest and most populous aboriginal groups 
in all of Southern California.  Trade of materials and resources controlled by the Gabrielino extended 
as far north as the San Joaquin Valley, as far east as the Colorado River, and as far south as Baja 
California. (BFSA, 2019a, p. 3.0-3 to 3.0-5) 

 
The Serrano were organized into autonomous localized lineages occupying definite, favored territories, 
but rarely claiming any territory far removed from the lineage’s home base.  As such, their definitive 
territory is difficult to place but is thought to include the San Bernardino Mountains east of Cajon Pass, 
the base of and north of the mountains near Victorville, east to Twentynine Palms, and south to the 
Yucaipa Valley.  The Serrano were primarily hunter/gatherers.  Vegetal staples varied with locality: 
acorns and piñon nuts were found in the foothills, and mesquite, yucca roots, cacti fruits, and piñon 
nuts were found in or near the desert regions.  Diets were supplemented with other roots, bulbs, shoots, 
and seeds. (BFSA, 2019a, p. 3.0-5 to 3.0-7) 

 
B. Study Area Setting and Existing Conditions 

BFSA conducted intensive pedestrian surveys of the Project Site and excess fill dirt sites on March 14 and 15, 
2019.  The pedestrian surveys consisted of a series of parallel transects, spaced at approximately 20-meter 
intervals, which covered the entire survey areas.  The Project Site and excess fill dirt sites had a ground 
visibility ranging from fair to good in most areas.  According to the pedestrian survey, no prehistoric or tribal 
cultural resources were identified on the Project Site or on any of the excess fill dirt sites.  (BFSA, 2019a, p. 
1.0-2) 
 
BFSA also conducted an archaeological records search through the South Central Coastal Information Center 
(SCCIC) at California State University (CSU), Fullerton, and a review of the Sacred Lands File (SLF) by the 
Native American Heritage Commission.  The SCCIC records search identified 30 prehistoric sites that have 
been previously recorded within a one-mile radius of the Project Site and/or excess fill dirt sites, including two 
prehistoric sites that were previously recorded on Excess Fill Sites Nos. 1 and 4 (which are briefly described 
on the following page).  The SLF research indicated that neither the Project site nor any of the excess fill dirt 
sites were recorded as sacred sites or locations of religious or ceremonial importance. (BFSA, 2019a, pp. 4.0-
2, 5.0-1 to 5.0-3) 
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 Excess Fill Dirt Site No. 1 

Prehistoric site CA-SBR-5241 was recorded within Excess Fill Dirt Site No. 1 in 1983 as a lithic scatter with 
projectile points.  At the time, the resident of Excess Fill Dirt Site No. 1 reported the presence of the site and 
a 1-meter x 1-meter test unit was excavated at CA-SBR-5241; however, no evidence of any prehistoric artifacts 
was discovered.  BFSA did not observe any prehistoric artifacts at CA-SBR-5241 during the pedestrian field 
survey conducted in 2019. (BFSA, 2019a, p. 5.0-32 and 5.0-34) 
 
 Excess Fill Dirt Site No. 4 

A portion of prehistoric site CA-SBR-2845 was recorded on Excess Fill Dirt Site No. 4 in 1978.  Site CA-
SBR-2845 was originally recorded as a light surface scatter of lithics, which included a mano, metate 
fragments, and some debitage spread across an 85-meter area that had been disturbed by agricultural activities.  
The site was updated in 1980 when one metate fragment was observed but no lithics.  Site CA-SBR-2845 was 
re-surveyed and tested in 1985 which yielded minimal amounts of prehistoric artifacts.  The archaeologists 
conducting the testing determined that little or no subsurface cultural resources were present at the site and the 
site warranted no further study.  BFSA did not observe any prehistoric artifacts at CA-SBR-2845 during the 
pedestrian field survey conducted in 2019. (BFSA, 2019a, p. 5.0-82) 
 
4.13.2 APPLICABLE REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS 

The following is a brief description of the State environmental laws and related regulations governing the 
protection of tribal cultural resources.   
 
A. State Plans, Policies, and Regulations 

1. Traditional Tribal Cultural Places Act (Senate Bill 18, “SB 18”) 

Senate Bill 18 (SB 18) requires local (city and county) governments to consult with California Native American 
tribes to aid in the protection of traditional tribal cultural places (“cultural places”) through local land use 
planning.  SB 18 also requires the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR) to include in the General 
Plan Guidelines advice to local governments for how to conduct these consultations.  (OPR, 2005) 
 
The intent of SB 18 is to provide California Native American tribes an opportunity to participate in local land 
use decisions at an early planning stage, for the purpose of protecting, or mitigating impacts to, cultural places.  
The purpose of involving tribes at these early planning stages is to allow consideration of cultural places in the 
context of broad local land use policy, before individual site-specific, project-level land use decisions are made 
by a local government.  (OPR, 2005) 
 
SB 18 requires local governments to consult with tribes prior to making certain planning decisions and to 
provide notice to tribes at certain key points in the planning process.  These consultation and notice 
requirements apply to adoption and amendment of both general plans (defined in Government Code § 65300 
et seq.) and specific plans (defined in Government Code § 65450 et seq.).  Although SB 18 does not specifically 
mention consultation or notice requirements for adoption or amendment of specific plans, existing state 
planning law requires local governments to use the same processes for adoption and amendment of specific 
plans as for general plans (see Government Code § 65453). Therefore, where SB 18 requires consultation 
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and/or notice for a general plan adoption or amendment, the requirement extends also to a specific plan 
adoption or amendment.  (OPR, 2005) 
 
2. Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) 

California Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) (2014) amended Section 5097.94 of, and added Sections 21073, 21074, 
21080.3.1, 21080.3.2, 21802.3, 21083.09, 21084.2 and 21084.3 to the California Public Resources Code, 
relating to Native Americans.  AB 52 was approved on September 25, 2014.  The legislature added new 
requirements regarding tribal cultural resources in Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52).  By including tribal cultural 
resources early in the CEQA process, the legislature intended to ensure that local and Tribal governments, 
public agencies, and project proponents would have information available, early in the project planning 
process, to identify and address potential adverse impacts to tribal cultural resources.  By taking this proactive 
approach, the legislature also intended to reduce the potential for delay and conflicts in the environmental 
review process.  (OPR, 2017) 
 
The Public Resources Code now establishes that “[a] project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the 
environment.” (Pub. Resources Code, § 21084.2.)  To help determine whether a project may have such an 
effect, the Public Resources Code requires a lead agency to consult with any California Native American tribe 
that requests consultation and is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of a proposed 
project. That consultation must take place prior to the determination of whether a negative declaration, 
mitigated negative declaration, or environmental impact report is required for a project. (Pub. Resources Code, 
§ 21080.3.1.)  (OPR, 2017) 
 
If a lead agency determines that a project may cause a substantial adverse change to tribal cultural resources, 
the lead agency must consider measures to mitigate that impact. Public Resources Code § 20184.3 (b)(2) 
provides examples of mitigation measures that lead agencies may consider to avoid or minimize impacts to 
tribal cultural resources. 
 
Section 21074 of the Public Resources Code defines “tribal cultural resources.”  In brief, in order to be 
considered a “tribal cultural resource,” a resource must be either: 
 

(1) listed, or determined to be eligible for listing, on the national, state, or local register of historic 
resources, or 

(2) a resource that the lead agency chooses, in its discretion, to treat as a tribal cultural resource. 
 
In the latter instance, the lead agency must determine that the resource meets the criteria for listing in the state 
register of historic resources. In applying those criteria, a lead agency must consider the value of the resource 
to the tribe.  (OPR, 2017) 
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4.13.3 BASIS FOR DETERMINING SIGNIFICANCE 

The Project would result in a significant impact to tribal cultural resources if the Project or any Project-related 
component would: 
 
a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public 

Resources Code section 21074 as either a site feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically 
defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a 
California Native American tribe, and that is: 

i. Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register 
of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or 

ii. A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence, 
to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 
5024.1.  In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, 
the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe. 

 
The above-listed thresholds are derived directly from Appendix G to the CEQA Guidelines and address the 
typical, adverse effects related to tribal cultural resources that could result from development projects. 
 
4.13.4 IMPACT ANALYSIS 

Threshold a: Would the Project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural 
resource, defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, 
cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the 
landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, 
and that is listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or 
in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code Section 
5020.1(k) that is: 

 i. Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a 
local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k)? 
or 

 ii. A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial 
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public 
Resources Code Section 5024.1?  In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of 
Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the 
resource to a California Native American tribe? 

No prehistoric resource sites, features, places, or landscapes were identified within the Project Site or within 
any of the excess fill dirt sites that are either listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historic 
Places or a local register of historic resources, according to research conducted by BFSA (BFSA, 2019a, pp. 
5.0-1 to 5.0-4).  Recorded prehistoric archaeology resource sites are located on Excess Fill Dirt Site Nos. 1 
and 4; however, as addressed in detail in Subsection 4.4, Cultural Resources, neither of these sites could be 
re-located during 2019 field surveys (and it is presumed that either past testing at the sites collected all artifacts 
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that were present or that historic agricultural and dairy land uses on the subject properties resulted in the 
destruction of the sites).  Furthermore, no substantial evidence was presented to or found by the City of Chino 
that led to the identification of any resources within the Project Site or the excess fill dirt sites that in the City’s 
discretion was considered to be a tribal cultural resource.   
 
As part of the SB 18/AB 52 consultation process required by State law, the City of Chino sent notification of 
the Project to Native American tribes with possible traditional or cultural affiliation to the Project area.  In 
response, the City was notified by one Native American tribe that the Project Site and each of the excess fill 
dirt sites were located within their traditional use area and that tribal cultural resources had the potential to be 
found during Project construction.  Accordingly, although considered unlikely due to the pervasive 
disturbances that have occurred on the Project Site and the excess fill dirt sites from historic agriculture and 
commercial dairy land uses, implementation of the Project could cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a tribal cultural resource as defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074 should such a 
resource be found – and not protected – during construction.  Mitigation is required. 
 
4.13.5 CUMULATIVE IMPACT ANALYSIS 

The Project Site and excess fill dirt sites are located within a Native American traditional use area that stretches 
across southwestern San Bernardino County, as well as parts of Riverside, Orange, and Los Angeles counties.  
Other development projects within this traditional use area would have a similar potential as the Project to 
adversely affect tribal cultural resources.  Thus, implementation of the Project has the potential to result in a 
cumulatively considerable impact to tribal cultural resources for which mitigation is required. 
 
4.13.6 SIGNIFICANCE OF IMPACTS BEFORE MITIGATION 

Threshold a: Significant Direct and Cumulatively-Considerable Impact.  The Project Site and excess fill dirt 
sites do not contain any recorded, significant tribal cultural resource sites; therefore, the Project would not 
cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource that is listed or eligible for 
listing in the California Register of Historical Resources or a local register of historical resources.  Nonetheless, 
Project construction activities have the potential, however unlikely, to unearth and adversely impact tribal 
cultural resources that may be buried or masked at the Project Site and/or at the excess fill dirt sites. 
 
4.13.7 MITIGATION 

The following mitigation measure (MM) would reduce potential impacts to tribal cultural resources that may 
be discovered during ground-disturbing construction activities. 
 
MM 4.13-1 Prior the issuance of a grading permit, the Project Applicant shall provide evidence to the City 

of Chino that the Native American Tribe that requested consultation with the City during the 
SB 18 and AB 52 processes (hereafter referred to as “Native American Tribal Representative”) 
received a minimum of 14 days’ advance notice of all mass grading and trenching activities.  
The Native American Tribal Representative also shall be notified of and allowed to attend the 
pre-grading meeting with the City and Project construction contractors and/or monitor all 
Project mass grading and trenching activities.  In the event that suspected tribal cultural 
resources are unearthed, the Native American Tribal Representative shall have the authority to 
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temporarily redirect earth moving activities in the affected area and Mitigation Measures 4.4-
4 and 4.4-5 shall apply. 

 
4.13.8 SIGNIFICANCE OF IMPACTS AFTER MITIGATION 

Threshold a: Less-than-Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  Implementation of MM 4.13-1 would ensure 
the proper identification and subsequent treatment of any significant tribal cultural resources that may be 
encountered during ground-disturbing activities associated with Project development.  With implementation 
of the required mitigation, the Project’s potential impact to significant tribal cultural resources would be 
reduced to less-than-significant. 
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4.14 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

This Subsection addresses the topics of water service and supply, wastewater collection and treatment, 
stormwater drainage facilities, dry utilities, and solid waste collection and disposal.  Because no utilities or 
service systems are proposed on the excess fill dirt sites, a majority of the discussion in this Subsection is 
focused on the Project Site.  The information contained herein is based, in part, on information contained in 
the Project’s water supply assessment report prepared by Charles Marr Consulting (CMC) for the City of Chino 
Public Works Department (CMC, 2019).  The water supply assessment is provided as Technical Appendix N 
to this EIR.  Other information sources used in this analysis include, but are not limited to, the City of Chino 
2015 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) (Chino, 2018), utility information shown on the Project’s 
application materials on file with the City of Chino, and readily available information from the California 
Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle) website.  A complete list of references can be 
found in EIR Section 7.0, References. 
 
4.14.1 EXISTING CONDITIONS 

A. Water Service 

The Project Site is located within the City of Chino’s water service area.  The City of Chino is a member 
agency of the Inland Empire Utilities Agency (IEUA), a wholesale water distributor.  The City of Chino’s 
service area is approximately 29.5 square miles; in 2015, the City provided a combined 13,433 acre-feet (AF) 
of water to 20,249 municipal connections.  (Chino, 2018, pp. x, 3) 
 
The City obtains water from the following primary water sources: (1) groundwater from the Chino 
Groundwater Basin managed by the Chino Basin Watermaster; (2) imported State Water Project (SWP) water 
from the MWD through the Inland Empire Utilities Agency (IEUA); (3) desalted groundwater from the Chino 
Basin Desalter Authority (CDA); and (4) recycled water supplied by IEUA. The City owns six reservoirs with 
a combined storage capacity of 19.75 million gallons, 16 groundwater wells with future plans for rehabilitation 
of existing wells and several new wells for enhanced production, one imported water connection to the Water 
Facilities Authority (WFA) Agua de Lejos Water Treatment Plant, an ion-exchange treatment plant, two 
booster pump stations, two CDA water connections, emergency connections with adjacent water purveyors, 
potable water pipelines, and recycled water pipelines.  (CMC, 2019, p. 4-1) 
 
The Project Site is not connected to the City’s municipal water system under existing conditions.  The former 
uses on the Project Site received water via on-site groundwater wells, using agricultural water rights that are 
associated with the property (CMC, 2019, p. 3-3). 
 
B. Wastewater Service 

Wastewater in the Project area is conveyed via City of Chino maintained sewer lines to an IEUA sewer line 
installed beneath Mountain Avenue which ultimately connects to the Recycling Plant No. 5 (RP-5) wastewater 
treatment facility (operated by the IEUA).  The RP-5 facility is located immediately northwest of the Project 
Site and west of Mountain Avenue.  Under existing conditions, the RP-5 facility has a treatment capacity of 
approximately 16.3 million gallons of wastewater per day but only treats approximately 9 million gallons of 
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wastewater per day (IEUA, 2020).  Under existing conditions, the Project Site is vacant and undeveloped and 
does not generate any wastewater requiring treatment.  
 
C. Stormwater Conveyance Facilities 

In the existing condition, several berms are constructed across the Project Site and within the northeast corner 
of the Site, some of the berms are fitted with concrete spillways.  Most of the berms have heights ranging from 
three to six feet, and consist of relatively loose undocumented fill. The northeast corner of the Site contains 
several water detention basins that are approximately three to five feet deep; most of these basins have 
concrete-lined spillways.  Within the same area, there is a pond that is approximately 80 to 100 feet wide, 200 
feet long and 12 to 20 feet deep containing vegetation and trash; this pond retains water during several months 
of the year.  Two relatively smaller retention ponds approximately 10 to 12 feet deep are located on the Site 
adjacent to Mountain Avenue.  Stormwater flows from the western portions of the Project Site travel as surface 
sheet flow generally from the north to the southeast corner of the Project site.  The stormwater flows from the 
northeast portion of the site flow southeast to the Cypress Channel that is located east of the Project Site 
boundary and flow south to an existing storm drain located southeast of the Project Site.  (PBLA, 2019a).  
Refer to EIR Subsection 4.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, for a detailed discussion of existing drainage 
patterns of the Project Site and the excess fill dirt sites.  
 
D. Dry Utilities 

The Project Site and excess fill dirt sites are primarily vacant, except for a residential property on Excess Fill 
Dirt Site No. 1 that is slated for removal.  Above ground electric utility lines supported on poles are located 
along the Project Site frontage adjacent to Mountain Avenue.  Overhead power transmission lines spanning 
between tall metal support structures cross Excess Fill Dirt Site No. 1 and No. 2 in an east/west direction.  
Power lines and associated support structures also cross Excess Fill Dirt Site No. 3 about 100 feet north of 
West County Road.  On Excess Fill Dirt Site No. 5, overhead powerlines trend north-south, west of Hellman 
Ave and roughly 60 feet into the property.  No other existing dry utilities are known to exist on the Project site 
or excess fill dirt sites.  
 
E. Solid Waste Collection and Disposal 

Solid waste collection and disposal services are provided to the Project Site and surrounding areas in the City 
of Chino by the City of Chino through private contract with Waste Management, Inc.  Solid waste collected in 
the City of Chino is disposed at the El Sobrante Landfill.  Under existing conditions, no solid waste is produced 
by the Project Site or the excess fill dirt sites, as the properties are vacant and undeveloped. 
 
The El Sobrante Landfill is located east of I-15 and Temescal Canyon Road and to the south of the City of 
Corona at 10919 Dawson Canyon Road.  In November 2019, the El Sobrante Landfill received approximately 
265,579 tons of solid waste (which correlates to approximately 10,624 tons per day).  The El Sobrante Landfill 
is permitted to receive 16,054 tons of solid waste per day and is estimated to reach capacity, at the earliest 
time, in the year 2051.  Future landfill expansion opportunities exist at this site.  (CalRecycle, 2019b; DWR, 
2019) 
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4.14.2 APPLICABLE ENVIRONMENTAL PLANS, POLICIES, AND REGULATIONS 

The following is a brief description of the federal, State, and local environmental laws, regulations, and plans 
related to utilities and service systems. 
 
A. Federal Plans, Policies, and Regulations 

1. Safe Drinking Water Act 

The Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA) was established to protect the quality of drinking water in the U.S. This 
law focuses on all waters actually or potentially designed for drinking use, whether from above ground or 
underground sources.  The Act authorizes federal Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to establish 
minimum standards to protect tap water and requires all owners or operators of public water systems to comply 
with these primary (health-related) standards.  The 1996 amendments to SDWA require that the EPA consider 
a detailed risk and cost assessment, and best available peer-reviewed science, when developing these standards.  
State governments, which can be approved to implement these rules for EPA, also encourage attainment of 
secondary standards (nuisance-related).  Under the Act, EPA also establishes minimum standards for state 
programs to protect underground sources of drinking water from endangerment by underground injection of 
fluids.  (EPA, 2019e) 
 
B. State Plans, Policies, and Regulations 

 Applicable Water Supply Regulations 

1. Water Conservation in Landscaping Act 

The Water Conservation in Landscaping Act was established to ensure adequate water supplies are available 
for future uses.  To promote the conservation and efficient use of water, the Act requires local agencies to 
adopt a water efficient landscape ordinance. (CA Legislative Info, n.d.)  The City of Chino’s water efficient 
landscape ordinance is contained in Chapter 20.19 of the Chino Municipal Code. 
 
2. Water Recycling in Landscaping Act 

In 2000, Senate Bill 2095 (Water Recycling in Landscaping Act) was approved by Governor Davis requiring 
any local public or private entity that produces recycled water and determines that within 10 years it will 
provide recycled water within the boundaries of a local agency, to notify the local agency of that fact. In turn, 
local agencies are required to adopt and enforce within 180 days a specified recycled water ordinance, unless 
the local agency adopted a recycled water ordinance or other regulation requiring the use of recycled water in 
its jurisdiction prior to January 1, 2001.  (DWR, 2004; CA Legislative Info, n.d.) 
 
3. Urban Water Management Planning Act 

The Urban Water Management Planning Act (UWMP Act) was proposed and adopted to ensure that water 
planning is conducted at the local level, as the State of California recognized that two water agencies in the 
same region could have very different impacts from a drought.  The UWMP Act requires water agencies to 
develop Urban Water Management Plans (UWMPs) over a 20-year planning horizon, and further required 
UWMPs to be updated every five years.  UWMPs are exempt from compliance with CEQA.  (DWR, 2016, 
pp. 1-2) 
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The UWMPs provide a framework for long term water planning and inform the public of a supplier’s plans 
for long-term resource planning that ensures adequate water supplies for existing and future demands.  This 
part of the California Water Code (CWC) requires urban water suppliers to report, describe, and evaluate: 
 

• Water deliveries and uses; 

• Water supply sources; 

• Efficient water uses; 

• Demand management measures; and 

• Water shortage contingency planning.   
 
The UWMP Act has been modified over the years in response to the State’s water shortages, droughts, and 
other factors.  A significant amendment was made in 2009, after the drought of 2007-2009.  This was the Water 
Conservation Act of 2009, also known as SB X7-7.  This Act required agencies to establish water use targets 
for 2015 and 2020 that would result in statewide savings of 20 percent by 2020.  Beginning in 2016, retail 
water suppliers are required to comply with the water conservation requirements in SB X7-7 in order to be 
eligible for State water grants or loans.  Retail water agencies are required to set targets and track progress 
toward decreasing daily per capita urban water use in their service area, which will assist the State in meeting 
its 20 percent reduction goal by 2020.  (DWR, 2016, pp. 1-2) 
 
4. Porter-Cologne Water Control Act 

The Porter-Cologne Act is the principal law governing water quality regulation in California. It establishes a 
comprehensive program to protect water quality and the beneficial uses of water.  The Porter-Cologne Act 
applies to surface waters, wetlands, and ground water and to both point and nonpoint sources of pollution. 
Pursuant to the Porter-Cologne Act (California Water Code § 13000 et seq.), the policy of the State is as 
follows: 
 

• That the quality of all the waters of the State shall be protected; 

• That all activities and factors affecting the quality of water shall be regulated to attain the highest water 
quality within reason; and 

• That the State must be prepared to exercise its full power and jurisdiction to protect the quality of water 
in the State from degradation.  (SWRCB, 2014) 

 
The Porter-Cologne Act established nine Regional Water Boards (based on hydrogeologic barriers) and the 
State Water Board, which are charged with implementing its provisions and which have primary responsibility 
for protecting water quality in California. The State Water Board provides program guidance and oversight, 
allocates funds, and reviews Regional Water Boards decisions. In addition, the State Water Board allocates 
rights to the use of surface water.  The Regional Water Boards have primary responsibility for individual 
permitting, inspection, and enforcement actions within each of nine hydrologic regions.  The State Water Board 
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and Regional Water Boards have numerous non-point source (NPS) related responsibilities, including 
monitoring and assessment, planning, financial assistance, and management.   
 
The Regional Water Boards regulate discharges under the Porter-Cologne Act primarily through issuance of 
NPDES permits for point source discharges and waste discharge requirements (WDRs) for NPS discharges.  
Anyone discharging or proposing to discharge materials that could affect water quality (other than to a 
community sanitary sewer system regulated by an NPDES permit) must file a report of waste discharge.  The 
Storm Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) and the Regional Water Quality Control Boards (RWQCBs) 
can make their own investigations or may require dischargers to carry out water quality investigations and 
report on water quality issues.  The Porter-Cologne Act provides several options for enforcing WDRs and other 
orders, including cease and desist orders, cleanup and abatement orders, administrative civil liability orders, 
civil court actions, and criminal prosecutions.  (SWRCB, 2014) 
 
The Porter-Cologne Act also implements many provisions of the Clean Water Act, such as the NPDES 
permitting program.  The Porter-Cologne Act also requires adoption of water quality control plans that contain 
the guiding policies of water pollution management in California. In addition, regional water quality control 
plans (basin plans) have been adopted by each of the Regional Water Boards and get updated as necessary and 
practical.  These plans identify the existing and potential beneficial uses of waters of the State and establish 
water quality objectives to protect these uses.  The basin plans also contain implementation, surveillance, and 
monitoring plans.  (SWRCB, 2014)  The Project Site and vicinity are located in the Santa Ana River Watershed, 
which is within the purview of the Santa Ana RWQCB.  The Santa Ana RWQCB’s Santa Ana River Basin 
Water Quality Control Plan is the governing water quality plan for the region. 
 
5. Senate Bill 610 

The California Water Code (Water Code) §§ 10910 through 10915 were amended by the enactment of SB 610 
in 2002.  SB 610 requires an assessment of whether available water supplies are sufficient to serve the demand 
generated by a proposed project, as well as the reasonably foreseeable cumulative demand in the region over 
the next 20 years under average normal year, single dry year, and multiple dry year conditions.  Under SB 610, 
water assessments must be furnished to local governments for inclusion in any environmental documentation 
for certain projects (as defined in Water Code 10912 [a]) subject to CEQA.  (DWR, 2003)  For the purposes 
of SB 610, and as applicable to the Project evaluated in this EIR, a water supply assessment is required for the 
Project because it is a “proposed industrial, manufacturing, or processing plant, or industrial park planned to 
house more than 1,000 persons, occupying more than 40 acres of land, or having more than 650,000 square 
feet of floor area.”   
 
Because the Project proposes 2,082,750 s.f. of light industrial uses on 97.0 acres, a water supply assessment 
was required and is included in Technical Appendix N. 
 
6. California Water Code 

The California Water Code is the principal state law regulating water quality in California.  Water quality 
provisions must be complied with as contained in numerous code sections including: 1) the Health and Safety 
Code for the protection of ground and surface waters from hazardous waste and other toxic substances; 2) the 
Fish and Game Code for the prevention of unauthorized diversions of any surface water and discharge of any 
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substance that may be deleterious to fish, plant, animal, or bird life; 3) the Harbors and Navigation Code for 
the prevention of the unauthorized discharge of waste from vessels into surface waters; and 4) the Food and 
Agriculture Code for the protection of groundwater which may be used for drinking water supplies.  The 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), through provisions of the Fish & Game Code (§§ 1601 
- 1603) is empowered to issue agreements for any alteration of a river, stream, or lake where fish or wildlife 
resources may be adversely affected.  CDFW regulates wetland areas only to the extent that those wetlands are 
part of a river, stream, or lake as defined by CDFW. 
 
Surface water quality is the responsibility of the applicable RWQCB, water supply and wastewater treatment 
agencies, and city and county governments.  The principal means of enforcement by the RWQCB is through 
the development, adoption, and issuance of water discharge permits.  RWQCB basin plans establish water 
quality objectives that are defined as the limits or levels of water quality constituents or characteristics for the 
reasonable protection of beneficial uses of water. 
 
7. Executive Order B-29-15 

Executive Order (EO) B-29-15 ordered the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) to impose 
restrictions to achieve a 25-percent reduction in potable urban water usage through February 28, 2016; directed 
the California Department of Water Resources (DWR) to lead a statewide initiative, in partnership with local 
agencies, to collectively replace 50 million square feet of lawns and ornamental turf with drought tolerant 
landscapes; and directed the California Energy Commission to implement a statewide appliance rebate 
program to provide monetary incentives for the replacement of inefficient household devices.  (SWRCB, 2018) 
 
8. Executive Order B-37-16 

Signed on May 9, 2016, EO B-37-16 established a new water use efficiency framework for California. The 
order bolstered the state’s drought resilience and preparedness by establishing longer-term water conservation 
measures that include permanent monthly water use reporting, new urban water use targets, reducing system 
leaks and eliminating clearly wasteful practices, strengthening urban drought contingency plans, and 
improving agricultural water management and drought plans.  (DWR, 2017) 
 
9. Executive Order B-40-17 

Signed on April 7, 2017, EO B-40-17 ended the drought state of emergency in all California counties except 
Fresno, Kings, Tulare, and Tuolumne, where emergency drinking water projects will continue to help address 
diminished groundwater supplies.  It maintains water reporting requirements and prohibitions on wasteful 
practices.  The order was built on actions taken in Executive Order B-37-16, which remains in effect.  In a 
related action, state agencies, including the Department of Water Resources (DWR), released a plan to continue 
making water conservation a way of life.  (DWR, 2017) 
 
10. Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) 

The Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) established a new structure for managing 
California’s groundwater resources at a local level by local agencies.  SGMA required, by June 30, 2017, the 
formation of locally-controlled groundwater sustainability agencies (GSAs) in the State’s high- and medium-
priority groundwater basins and subbasins (basins). A GSA is responsible for developing and implementing a 
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groundwater sustainability plan (GSP) to meet the sustainability goal of the basin to ensure that it is operated 
within its sustainable yield, without causing undesirable results.  The GSP Emergency Regulations for 
evaluating GSPs, the implementation of GSPs, and coordination agreements were adopted by DWR and 
approved by the California Water Commission on May 18, 2016.  (DWR, n.d.) 
 
 Applicable Solid Waste Regulations 

11. California Solid Waste Integrated Waste Management Act (AB 939, 1989) 

The Integrated Waste Management Act (IWMA) established an integrated waste management hierarchy to 
guide the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) and local agencies in implementation, in 
order of priority: (1) source reduction, (2) recycling and composting, and (3) environmentally safe 
transformation and land disposal (it should be noted that the CIWMB no longer exists, and its duties have been 
assumed by CalRecycle).  As part of the IWMA, the CIWMB was given a purpose to mandate the reduction 
of disposed waste.  (CalRecycle, 2018a)  The IWMA also required: 
 

• The establishment of a task force to coordinate the development of city Source Reduction and 
Recycling Elements (SRREs) and a countywide siting element.  (CalRecycle, 2018a) 

• Each city, by July 1, 1991, to prepare, adopt and submit a SRRE to the county which includes the 
following components: waste characterization; source reduction; recycling; composting; solid waste 
facility capacity; education and public information; funding; special waste (asbestos, sewage sludge, 
etc.); and household hazardous waste.  (CalRecycle, 2018a) 

• Each county, by January 1, 1991, to prepare a SRRE for its unincorporated area, with the same 
components described above, and a countywide siting element, specifying areas for transformation or 
disposal sites to provide capacity for solid waste generated in the jurisdiction which cannot be reduced 
or recycled for a 15-year period.  

• Each county to prepare, adopt, and submit to the Board an Integrated Waste Management Plan 
(IWMP), which includes all of the elements described above.  (CalRecycle, 2018a) 

• Each city or county plan to include an implementation schedule which shows: diversion of 25 percent 
of all solid waste from landfill or transformation facilities by January 1, 1995 through source reduction, 
recycling, and composting activities; and, diversion of 50 percent of all solid waste by January 1, 2000 
through source reduction, recycling, and composting activities.  (CalRecycle, 2018a) 

• The CIWMB to review the implementation of each SRRE at least once every two years.  (CalRecycle, 
2018a) 

• The IWMA required the CIWMB, in conjunction with an inspection conducted by a Lead Enforcement 
Agency (LEA), to conduct at least one inspection per year of each solid waste facility in the state.  
(CalRecycle, 2018a) 

 
Additionally, the IWMA established a comprehensive statewide system of permitting, inspections, 
enforcement, and maintenance for solid waste facilities.  (CalRecycle, 2018a) 
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12. Waste Reuse and Recycling Act (AB 1327) 

The Waste Reuse and Recycling Act (WRRA) required the CIWMB to approve a model ordinance for adoption 
by any local government for the transfer, receipt, storage, and loading of recyclable materials in development 
projects by March 1, 1993.  The WRRA also required local agencies to adopt a local ordinance by September 
1, 1993 or allow the model ordinance to take effect.  The WRRA requires all development projects that are 
commercial, industrial, institutional, or marina in nature and where solid waste is collected and loaded, to 
provide an adequate area for collecting and loading recyclable materials over the lifetime of the project.  The 
area is required to be provided before building permits are issued.   (CalRecycle, 2018b) 
 
13. Mandatory Commercial Recycling Program (AB 341) 

Assembly Bill (AB) 341 (Chapter 476, Statutes of 2011 [Chesbro, AB 341]) directed CalRecycle to develop 
and adopt regulations for mandatory commercial recycling.  CalRecycle initiated formal rulemaking with a 
45-day comment period beginning Oct. 28, 2011.  The final regulation was approved by the Office of 
Administrative Law on May 7, 2012.  AB-341 was designed to help meet California’s recycling goal of 75% 
by the year 2020.  AB 341 requires all commercial businesses and public entities that generate 4 cubic yards 
or more of waste per week to have a recycling program in place.  In addition, multi-family apartments with 
five or more units are also required to form a recycling program.  (CalRecycle, 2019a) 
 
14. 2016 California Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen, Part 11 of Title 24, California 

Code of Regulations) 

California Code of Regulations, Title 24, Part 11 is referred to as the California Green Building Standards 
Code (CALGreen Code).  The most recent version of CALGreen became effective January 1, 2020, and is 
applicable to the planning, design, operation, construction, use, and occupancy of every newly constructed 
building or structure throughout the State of California (including industrial buildings such as those proposed 
as part of the Project evaluated herein).  The purpose of the CALGreen Code is to “improve public health, 
safety and general welfare by enhancing the design and construction of buildings through the use of building 
concepts having a positive environmental impact and encouraging sustainable construction practices in the 
following categories: (1) Planning and design; (2) Energy efficiency; (3) Water efficiency and conservation; 
(4) Material conservation and resource efficiency; and (5) Environmental air quality.” (CEC, 2018)   
 
 Applicable Water Quality Regulations 

15. California Toxics Rule (CTR) 

The California Toxics Rule (CTR) fills gap in California’s water quality standards necessary to protect human 
health and aquatic life beneficial uses.  The CTR criteria are similar to those published in the National 
Recommended Water Quality Criteria.  The CTR supplements, and does not change or supersede, the criteria 
that EPA promulgated for California waters in the National Toxics Rule (NTR).  The human health NTR and 
CTR criteria that apply to drinking water sources (those water bodies designated in the Basin Plans as 
municipal and domestic supply) consider chemical exposure through consumption of both water and aquatic 
organisms (fish and shellfish) harvested from the water.  For waters that are not drinking water sources (e.g., 
enclosed bays and estuaries), human health NTR and CTR criteria only consider the consumption of 
contaminated aquatic organisms.  The CTR and NTR criteria, along with the beneficial use designations in the 
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Basin Plans and the related implementation policies, are the directly applicable water quality standards for 
toxic priority pollutants in California waters.  (SWRCB, 2016) 
 
16. Water Reuse and Recycling Act (AB 1327) 

The Waste Reuse and Recycling Act (WRRA) required the CIWMB to approve a model ordinance for adoption 
by any local government for the transfer, receipt, storage, and loading of recyclable materials in development 
projects by March 1, 1993.  The WRRA also required local agencies to adopt a local ordinance by September 
1, 1993 or allow the model ordinance to take effect.  The WRRA requires all development projects that are 
commercial, industrial, institutional, or marina in nature and where solid waste is collected and loaded, to 
provide an adequate area for collecting and loading recyclable materials over the lifetime of the project.  The 
area is required to be provided before building permits are issued.  (CalRecycle, 2018b) 
 
C. Local Plans, Policies, and Regulations 

1. City of Chino Urban Water Management Plan 

The City of Chino 2015 UWMP¸ which acts as the urban water management plan (UWMP) for the City, is 
herein incorporated by reference and is available for public review at the City of Chino Public Works 
Department located at 13220 Central Avenue, Chino, CA 91710.  The Project’s Water Supply Assessment 
(WSA, Technical Appendix N) is based, in part, on the City of Chino 2015 UWMP.  The UWMP includes a 
water system analysis, identifies improvements to correct existing deficiencies and serve projected future 
growth, and presents the estimated costs and phasing of the recommended improvements.  As concluded in the 
UWMP, the City anticipates that it will be able to meet projected demand for water within its service boundaries 
until at least the year 2040 in all types of climate situations, including normal, dry, and multiple consecutive 
dry weather years (Chino, 2018, Tables 7-2 through 7-4). 
 
A Water Shortage Contingency Plan is included in the UWMP, which would be implemented by the City in 
cases of future water deficiencies caused by limitations on supply or the City’s delivery system.  At the time 
of long- or short-term drought conditions, or other emergencies, the City would follow regional guidance from 
the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (MWD), local guidance from the Inland Empire 
Utilities Agency (IEUA), and implement its own contingency plan, including considerations for mandatory 
prohibition, penalties, and consumption reduction methods.  Compliance with mandatory water use reductions 
would ensure that the City has the ability to meet present and projected demand within its service area during 
dry years.  (Chino, 2018, pp. 60-69) 
 
4.14.3 BASIS FOR DETERMINING SIGNIFICANCE 

The proposed Project would result in a significant impact associated with utilities and service systems if the 
Project or any Project-related component would: 
 
a. Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or 

storm drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental effects; 
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b. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable future 
development during normal, dry, and multiple dry years; 

c. Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the project 
that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s 
existing commitments; 

d. Generate solid waste in excess of /State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of local 
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals; or 

e. Comply with federal, State, and local management and reduction statues and regulations related to solid 
waste. 

 
The above-listed thresholds are derived directly from Appendix G to the CEQA Guidelines and address the 
typical, adverse effects that a development project could have on public utilities and service systems. 
 
4.14.4 IMPACT ANALYSIS 

Threshold a:  Would the Project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded 
water, wastewater treatment or stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, or 
telecommunications facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

No existing water or wastewater lines would be relocated or upsized as part of the proposed Project.  The 
Project would include the installation of water and wastewater lines on the Project Site, connecting to existing 
City of Chino (water delivery) and existing and planned IEUA (wastewater conveyance) facilities in fronting 
roadways.  Installation of water and wastewater lines on the Project Site is considered an inherent component 
of the Project’s construction process, and no significant impacts have been identified throughout this EIR 
specifically related to installation of the water and sewer lines.   
 
The Project also would entail the installation of storm drain lines and a detention/water quality basin on the 
Project site.  Installation of storm water and water quality infrastructure on the Project Site is considered an 
inherent component of the Project’s construction process, and no significant impacts have been identified 
throughout this EIR specifically related to installation of the onsite drainage system.  No off-site storm drain 
improvements would be required on or adjacent to the excess fill dirt sites; but, the Project would construct an 
off-site storm drain line that would extend from the southwestern corner of the Project site, across APNs 105-
634-101, -04, and 105-617-104, to the Cypress Channel, and outlet above the ordinary high water mark 
(OHWM) at an existing concrete wing wall.  To construct the storm drain outlet, the Project Applicant proposes 
to access the Cypress Channel primarily from the west side (back side) of the concrete wing wall on the west 
side of the Channel.  A tarp is proposed to be installed above the OHWM on the east face of this concrete wing 
wall to prevent construction debris from entering into the Cypress Channel during the construction process.  
Access into the Channel during the construction process would be limited to persons on foot using hand tools; 
no large pieces of construction equipment would be placed in the Channel.  Potential impacts to biological 
resources and water quality associated with the off-site storm drain infrastructure installation and operation are 
discussed in EIR Subsection 4.3, Biological Resources, and Subsection 4.6, Hydrology and Water Quality.  
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Under both topics of biological resources and water quality, impacts were concluded to be less than significant 
in relation to the proposed installation of the off-site stormwater line and outlet.  
 
The Project Applicant does not anticipate the need to provide natural gas service to the Project Site.  The 
Project would involve utility connections to provide electric power and telecommunications services to the 
Site.  In addition, existing above ground power lines located along the Project Site’s frontage with Mountain 
Avenue would be undergrounded as part of Project construction.  Existing above ground power lines and 
support structures on the excess fill dirt sites would be left in place.  Installation of dry utilities on the Project 
Site is considered an inherent component of the Project’s construction process, and no significant impacts have 
been identified throughout this EIR specifically related to their installation.  
 
In summary, the installation of the utility and service system infrastructure improvements proposed by the 
Project Applicant would result in physical environmental impacts inherent in the Project’s construction 
process; however, these impacts have already been included in the analyses of construction-related effects 
presented throughout this EIR.  In instances where the Project’s construction phase would result in specific, 
significant impacts, feasible mitigation measures are provided.  The construction of infrastructure necessary to 
serve the proposed Project would not result in any significant physical effects on the environment that are not 
already identified and disclosed elsewhere in this this EIR.  Accordingly, impacts would be less than significant 
and additional mitigation measures beyond those identified throughout other subsections of this EIR would 
not be required. 
 
Threshold b:  Would the Project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and 

reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry, and multiple dry years? 

A water supply assessment (WSA) was prepared to assess the Project’s effect on the City’s ability to provide 
adequate water service to customers within the City’s service area during normal, dry, and multiple dry years.  
The WSA, which is provided as Technical Appendix N to this EIR, was prepared in accordance with SB 610.  
The Project is calculated to demand 139,236 gallons of water per day (156 AF per year), including 107,496 
gallons per day for indoor use and 31,740 gallons per day for outdoor use (i.e., landscape irrigation), as 
summarized in Table 4.14-1, Project Water Demand Estimate (CMC, 2019, p.3-3).   
 
Because the Project Site does not receive municipal water service from the City of Chino under existing 
conditions, the Project’s water demand represents a “new” demand placed on the City’s water utility.  
However, in conjunction with development of the Project, the City would receive groundwater production 
credits of up to 2.0 AF per year for each acre of the Project Site that is being converted from agricultural to 
urban land use (CMC, 2019, p. 3-3).  The Project would convert approximately 97 acres from agriculture to 
non-agriculture use, which would result in new groundwater production credits totaling up to 194 AF per year 
being granted to the City, which would offset the Project’s water demand and further contribute to the City’s 
expected surplus of water supply (as identified in the 2015 UWMP) (CMC, 2019, pp. 4-4, 5-10, and 5-11).   
 
Furthermore, and as documented in the Project’s WSA (Technical Appendix N), the City of Chino is projected 
to meet its future water demands, including the demands for the Project, from existing supply sources as well 
as sources that are currently being planned, developed, and implemented.  Future sources include an expanded 
service area for recycled water and water conservation.  Supplies of imported water and Chino Basin Desalter 
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Authority (CDA) water are expected to remain relatively stable throughout the forecast period. Continued 
water use reduction and stabilized local well production are anticipated to provide for the balance of needed 
supplies.  (CMC, 2019, p. 6-1) 
 

Table 4.14-1 Project Water Demand Estimate 

 
1. Based on the Project’s site plan as described in EIR Subsection 3.0. Water demand is estimated using General Light 

Industrial/Warehouse land use classification. 
2. Based on usage factors in the City's 2004 Master Plan Update. 
3. Represents additional demand on City's potable (domestic) water sources. 
4. Represents additional demand on City's recycled (non-domestic) water sources. 
(CMC, 2019, Table 3.2-1) 
 
Analysis of water demand and supply projections for the City, including the Project, demonstrates that 
estimates of projected supplies are sufficient to satisfy City demand through Year 2040 under the current Chino 
Groundwater Basin Safe Yield of 140,000 AFY.  The capacity of the Chino Groundwater Basin, managed in 
accordance with the Watermaster-guided optimization programs, may be used to buffer episodes of drought 
and help address impacts that may result from a reduction of the Basin Safe Yield.  The projections assume 
recycled water availability equals demand and is the greater of current recorded recycled water use (Year 2015) 
and recycled water available during dry years, as outlined in the 2015 UWMP. The analysis relies on 
groundwater supplies to match the projected needs during multiple dry years.  Recycled water is proposed to 
be used to supply new development and certain existing uses, such as landscape irrigation and industrial uses 
currently supplied with potable water.  (CMC, 2019, pp. 6-1 and 6-2) 
 
Analysis of water supply projections for the City, including the Project, demonstrates that estimates of 
anticipated projected supply entitlements are sufficient to satisfy City demand through the Year 2040 during 
normal and dry years. In the possible event the Basin yield is reduced, the City has the opportunity to pursue 
measures to increase supplies of potable water by utilizing a combination of measures, as follows: (CMC, 
2019, p. 6-2) 
 

• Production of groundwater based on Safe Yield limitations and replenishment; 

• Increasing imported water purchases, if available and if there is available WFA capacity; 

• Purchasing additional desalted water if more is produced than needed to satisfy requirements of other 
purchasers; and 

• Purchasing additional recycled water, if available. 
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Collectively, these additional options will enable water supply to satisfy water demand for the City of Chino 
now and into the future, including with implementation of the proposed Project (CMC, 2019, p. 6-2). 
 
Based on the information contained within the City’s 2015 UWMP pertaining to the City’s future water 
supplies and demands and calculations performed by CMC, and because the Project would off-set its water 
demand by converting the site from agriculture to non-agriculture use, thereby allowing the City to claim up 
to 194 AF per year in new groundwater production credits, the Project’s WSA concludes that the City has 
adequate existing water entitlements and resources to serve the Project under normal, single-dry year, and 
multiple-dry year scenarios. (CMC, 2019, p. 6-2)  Accordingly, the Project would have no potential to result 
in the need for new or expanded water entitlements or treatment capacity and impacts would be less than 
significant. 
 
Threshold c:  Would the Project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which 

serves or may serve the project determined that it has adequate capacity to serve the 
project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments? 

The Project is estimated to generate approximately 20,731 gallons of wastewater per day (using the City’s 
wastewater generation rate of 1,000 gallons per day per acre for light industrial land uses).  Wastewater flows 
generated by the Project would be conveyed via the City’s sewer line network to the RP-5 IEUA treatment 
facility.  As of 2019, RP-5 has an excess treatment capacity of approximately 9 million gallons of wastewater 
per day (IEUA, 2020).  Implementation of the proposed Project would utilize approximately 0.23% of the 
available excess treatment capacity at RP-5.  Accordingly, RP-5 has sufficient capacity to treat wastewater 
generated by the Project in addition to existing commitments.  The Project would not create the need for any 
new or expanded off-site wastewater facility (such as conveyance lines, treatment facilities, or lift stations).  A 
new lift station is planned by the IEUA near the southwest corner of Mountain Avenue and Bickmore Avenue 
that would service the Project, but the lift station is an IEUA project that is not a part of the proposed Project 
evaluated in this EIR.  Because there is adequate capacity at existing treatment facilities at RP-5 to serve the 
Project’s projected wastewater treatment demand, impacts would be less than significant and mitigation is not 
required. 
 
Threshold d:  Would the Project generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess 

of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste 
reduction goals? 

Construction and operation of the proposed Project would result in the generation of solid waste requiring 
disposal at a landfill.  Solid waste collected in the City of Chino is disposed at the El Sobrante Landfill. 
 
A. Construction Impact Analysis 

During construction of the proposed Project, solid waste requiring landfill disposal would be required in the 
form of demolition debris, remnants of unused construction materials, and discarded materials and packaging.  
Based on a proposed building area of 2,082,750 s.f. and a construction waste generation factor of 4.34 pounds 
per square foot (EPA, 2009), approximately 4,520 tons of waste is expected to be generated over the course of 
the Project’s construction phase ([2,082,750 sq. ft. × 4.34 lbs/sq. ft] ÷ 2,000 lbs/ton = 4,520 tons), or 
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approximately 20.5 tons per day (based on an estimated 220 days for building construction).  CALGreen (Title 
24, Part 11) requires that a minimum of 65% of all solid waste be diverted from landfills (by recycling, reusing, 
and other waste reduction strategies) consistent with the State’s solid waste reduction goals; therefore, the 
Project is estimated to generate a total of approximately 1,582 tons of construction waste during the 
construction phase, or approximately 7.2 tons per day. 
 
Non-recyclable demolition debris and construction waste generated by the Project would be disposed the El 
Sobrante Landfill.  The Project’s short-term generation of this volume of construction waste is not in excess 
of State or local disposal standards, or in excess of the local infrastructure capacity to handle the waste disposal. 
As described in Subsection 4.14.1D, the El Sobrante Landfill receives well below its maximum permitted daily 
disposal volume of 16,054 tons per day (CalRecycle, 2020).  The estimated 7.2 tons per day of waste that 
would be generated during Project construction would represent only 0.04% of the maximum permitted daily 
disposal volume at the El Sobrante Landfill; thus, demolition and construction waste generated by the Project 
is not anticipated to cause the landfill to exceed its maximum permitted daily disposal volume.  Furthermore, 
the El Sobrante Landfill is not expected to reach its total maximum permitted disposal capacity during the 
Project’s construction period.  The El Sobrante Landfill would have sufficient daily capacity to accept solid 
waste generated by the Project’s construction phase; therefore, impacts to landfill capacity associated with the 
Project’s near-term construction activities would be less than significant. 
 
B. Operational Impact Analysis 

Based on a daily waste generation factor of 1.42 pounds of waste per 100 square feet of industrial/warehouse 
building area obtained from CalRecycle (CalRecycle, 2019c), long-term operation of the Project would 
generate approximately 14.8 tons of solid waste per day ([2,082,750 sq. ft. × 1.42 lbs/100 sq. ft] ÷ 2,000 lbs/ton 
= 14.8 tons).  A minimum of 50% of all solid waste would be required to be recycled pursuant to AB 939, 
consistent with the State’s solid waste reduction goals; therefore, the Project would generate approximately 
7.4 tons per day of solid waste requiring disposal at a landfill.  The estimated 7.4 tons per day of solid waste 
that would be generated by Project operations would represent only 0.05% of the landfill’s maximum permitted 
daily capacity of 16,054 tons per day. 
 
Non-recyclable waste generated by the Project would be disposed the El Sobrante Landfill.  The Project’s 
long-term generation of this volume of solid waste is not in excess of State or local disposal standards, or in 
excess of the local infrastructure capacity to handle the waste disposal.  As described in Subsection 4.14.1D, 
the El Sobrante Landfill receives well below its maximum permitted daily disposal volume; thus, waste 
generated by the Project’s operation is not anticipated to cause the landfill to exceed its maximum permitted 
daily disposal volume.  Because the Project would generate a relatively small amount of solid waste per day 
as compared to the permitted daily capacity at the El Sobrante Landfill, impacts to regional landfill facilities 
during the Project’s long-term operational activities would be less than significant. 
 
Threshold e: Would the Project comply with federal, State, and local management and reduction statutes 

and regulations related to solid waste? 

The California Integrated Waste Management Act (Assembly Bill (AB) 939), signed into law in 1989, 
established an integrated waste management system that focused on source reduction, recycling, composting, 
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and land disposal of waste.  In addition, the bill established a 50% waste reduction requirement for cities and 
counties by the year 2000, along with a process to ensure environmentally safe disposal of waste that could 
not be diverted.  Per the requirements of the Integrated Waste Management Act, the San Bernardino County 
Board of Supervisors adopted the County of San Bernardino Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan 
(County of San Bernardino, 2018), which outlines the goals, policies, and programs the County and its cities 
implement to create an integrated and cost effective waste management system that complies with the 
provisions of AB 939 and its diversion mandates. 
 
In order to assist the City of Chino and the County of San Bernardino in achieving the mandated goals of the 
Integrated Waste Management Act, and pursuant to City of Chino Municipal Code § 20.10.060, separate bins 
would be provided on-site to allow tenants to separate recyclable materials from refuse.  Additionally, in 
accordance with the California Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Act of 1991 (Cal Pub Res. Code § 42911), 
the Project is required to provide adequate areas for collecting and loading recyclable materials where solid 
waste is collected.  The collection areas are required to be shown on construction drawings and be in place 
before occupancy permits are issued.  The implementation of these mandatory requirements would reduce the 
amount of solid waste generated by the Project and diverted to landfills, which in turn will aid in the extension 
of the life of affected disposal sites.  The Project Applicant would be required to comply with all applicable 
solid waste statutes and regulations; as such, impacts related to solid waste statutes and regulations would be 
less than significant. 
 
4.14.5 CUMULATIVE IMPACT ANALYSIS 

The Project would require the installation of water, sewer, stormwater, electric power, and telecommunications 
facilities as needed to provide utility service to the Project site.  Cumulative effects associated with the Project’s 
proposed water, sewer, stormwater drainage, and utility connections have been evaluated throughout this EIR, 
and where necessary mitigation measures have been identified to reduce impacts by the maximum feasible 
extent.  There are no components of the Project’s water, sewer, stormwater drainage, or utility connections that 
would result in cumulatively-considerable impacts not already evaluated by this EIR.  Accordingly, Project 
impacts due to new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, stormwater drainage, and utility connections 
would be less-than-cumulatively considerable. 
 
The analysis in the Project’s WSA (Technical Appendix N), which is based on the City’s 2015 UWMP, 
demonstrates that with implementation of the Project and other cumulative developments, the City of Chino 
would have adequate water supplies during normal, dry, and multiple dry years.  Furthermore, the Project 
would off-set its water demand by converting the site from agriculture to non-agriculture use, thereby allowing 
the City to claim up to 194 AF per year of new groundwater production credits.  Therefore, cumulatively-
considerable impacts due to water supply would be less than significant. 
 
With respect to wastewater treatment, Project wastewater would be conveyed to the RP-5 IEUA treatment 
facility, and would amount to only 1.1% of the available excess treatment capacity at RP-5.  As such, RP-5 
would have adequate capacity to treat wastewater generated by the Project and other cumulative developments; 
thus, cumulatively-considerable impacts due to wastewater treatment capacity would be less than significant. 
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There are no components of the Project that would result in the generation of solid waste in excess of State or 
local standards, or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or that would otherwise impair the 
attainment of solid waste reduction goals.  Cumulatively-considerable impacts would not occur. 
 
4.14.6 SIGNIFICANCE OF IMPACTS BEFORE MITIGATION 

Threshold a: Less-than-Significant Impact.  The Project’s construction of new or expanded water, wastewater 
treatment or stormwater drainage, electric power, and telecommunications facilities, would not cause 
significant environmental effects not already identified and mitigated to the maximum feasible extent 
throughout this EIR.  
 
Threshold b: Less-than-Significant Impact.  The City of Chino is expected to have sufficient water supplies to 
service the Project.  The Project would not exceed the City’s available supply of water during normal years, 
single-dry years, or multiple-dry years. 
 
Threshold c: Less-than-Significant Impact.  The IEUA would provide wastewater treatment services to the 
Project Site via RP-5.  This facility has adequate capacity to service the Project and other cumulative 
developments and no new or expanded facilities would be needed. 
 
Threshold d: Less-than-Significant Impact.  There is adequate capacity available at the El Sobrante Landfill to 
accept the Project’s solid waste during both construction and long-term operation.  The proposed Project would 
not generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure 
to handle the waste. 
 
Threshold e: Less-then-Significant Impact.  The Project would comply with federal, State, and local 
management and reduction statues and regulations related to solid waste. 
 
4.14.7 MITIGATION 

Impacts would be less than significant; therefore, mitigation is not required. 
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5.0 OTHER CEQA CONSIDERATIONS 

5.1 SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS THAT CANNOT BE AVOIDED IF THE PROPOSED PROJECT 

IS IMPLEMENTED 

The CEQA Guidelines require that an EIR disclose the significant environmental effects of a project which 
cannot be avoided if the proposed project is implemented (CEQA Guidelines § 15126(b)).  As described in 
detail in Section 4.0, Environmental Analysis, of this EIR, the proposed Project is anticipated to result in 
impacts to the environment that cannot be reduced to below a level of significance after implementation of 
relevant standard conditions of approval, compliance with applicable regulations, and application of feasible 
mitigation measures.  The significant impacts that cannot be mitigated to a level below significant consist of 
the following: 
 

• Air Quality (Air Quality Management Plan Conflict):  The Project would emit air pollutants (VOC and 
NOX) that would contribute to a delay in the attainment of federal and State ozone standards in the 
SCAB. Because the Project requires a General Plan Amendment, it also would exceed the growth 
projections contained in SCAQMD’s 2016 AQMP.  As such, the Project would conflict with and could 
obstruct implementation of the AQMP.  Project impacts due to a conflict with the SCAQMD 2016 
AQMP would be significant and unavoidable on both a direct and cumulatively-considerable basis.   

• Air Quality (Criteria Pollutant Emissions):  After the application of Project design features, mandatory 
regulatory requirements, and feasible mitigation measures, Project-related NOX emissions during the 
limited duration of its construction and VOCs and NOX emissions during long-term operation of the 
Project would remain above the applicable SCAQMD regional thresholds.  Accordingly, Project-
related emissions would not meet SCAQMD air quality standards and contribute to the non-attainment 
of ozone standards in the SCAB.  Therefore, Project construction-related impacts due to emissions of 
NOX and operational-related impacts due to emissions of VOCs and NOX would be significant and 
unavoidable on a direct and cumulatively-considerable basis 

• Noise:  The Project’s off-site vehicular noise levels from daytime soil import/export activities, for the 
limited duration of this activity, would create a substantial temporary increase in ambient noise levels 
within the vicinity of Excess Fill Dirt Site Nos. 3 through 5.  Additionally, the Project’s off-site traffic 
noise levels from nighttime soil import/export activities, for the limited duration of this activity, would 
create a substantial temporary increase in ambient noise levels within the vicinity of Excess Fill Dirt 
Site Nos. 2 through 5.  Accordingly, construction of the Project would result in a significant and 
temporary unavoidable noise impact due to daytime and nighttime traffic noise levels during the 
limited duration of soil import/export activities    

• Transportation:  Project-related traffic would contribute to LOS deficiencies at numerous Study Area 
intersections during E+P (Building 1), E+P (Project Buildout), Opening Year (2022), and Horizon 
Year (2040) traffic conditions.  These deficiencies conflict with General Plan objectives and policies 
that include LOS standards as the measure of circulation system performance.  Although adequate 
mitigation to address the Project’s effect on circulation system performance is identified in the form of 
fair share fee payments, the City of Chino cannot assure that the required improvements would be in 
place at the time of need because some of the improvement locations are either: 1) located in another 
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city or are under the control of Caltrans and fall outside of the City of Chino’s jurisdiction; and/or 2) 
not included in an existing mitigation funding program to ensure a date-certain installation.  Thus, the 
Project’s cumulatively-considerable conflicts with General Plan objectives and policies at Study Area 
intersections and due to traffic signal warrants would be significant and unavoidable. 

 
5.2 SIGNIFICANT IRREVERSIBLE ENVIRONMENTAL CHANGES WHICH WOULD BE CAUSED BY THE 

PROPOSED PROJECT SHOULD IT BE IMPLEMENTED 

The CEQA Guidelines require EIRs to address any significant irreversible environmental changes that would 
be involved in the proposed action should it be implemented (CEQA Guidelines § 15126.2(c)).  An 
environmental change would fall into this category if: a) the project would involve a large commitment of non-
renewable resources; b) the primary and secondary impacts of the project would generally commit future 
generations to similar uses; c) the project involves uses in which irreversible damage could result from any 
potential environmental accidents; or d) the proposed consumption of resources are not justified (e.g., the 
project results in the wasteful use of energy). 
 
Determining whether the proposed Project may result in significant irreversible environmental changes 
requires a determination of whether key non-renewable resources would be degraded or destroyed in such a 
way that there would be little possibility of restoring them.  Natural resources, in the form of construction 
materials and energy resources, would be used in the construction of the proposed Project.  The consumption 
of these natural resources would represent an irreversible change to the environment.  However, development 
of the Project Site as proposed would have no measurable adverse effect on the availability of such resources, 
including resources that may be non-renewable (e.g., construction aggregates, fossil fuels).  Additionally, the 
Project is required by law to comply with the California Building Standards Code (CALGreen), which would 
minimize the Project’s demand for energy, including energy produced from non-renewable sources.  A more 
detailed discussion of Project energy consumption was previously provided in EIR Subsection 4.5, Energy. 
 
Implementation of the Project would commit the Project Site to an industrial use as a two-building industrial 
complex.  The land use proposed by the Project is compatible with the industrial and commercial land uses 
that surround the Project Site and also compatible with the use of Bickmore Avenue and Mountain Avenue as 
City-designated truck routes, which abut the Project Site on the north and to the west.  Although the Project 
would result substantial adverse and unavoidable transportation impacts due to the Project’s contribution to 
intersection delay, intersection performance and delay is not considered to be an environmental effect under 
CEQA.  The transportation impacts are only considered to be significant because they conflict with General 
Plan policies that use level of service (LOS) as a measure of transportation system performance.  The Project’s 
substantial adverse and unavoidable air quality impacts (due to VOC and NOX emissions) are considered 
significant due to their regional effect; localized air quality impacts would be less than significant.  
Accordingly, the Project and its environmental effects would not compel or commit surrounding properties to 
land uses other than those that are existing today or those that are planned by the City of Chino General Plan.  
For this reason, the Project would not result in a significant, irreversible change to nearby, off-site properties. 
 
EIR Subsection 4.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, provides an analysis of the potential for hazardous 
materials to be transported to/from the Project Site and Excess Fill Dirt Site Nos. 1 through 5 and/or used on 
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the Project Site and Excess Fill Dirt Site Nos. 1 through 5 during construction and operation.  As concluded in 
Subsection 4.8, mandatory compliance with federal, State, and local regulations related to hazardous materials 
handling, storage, and use by all Project construction contractors (near term) and occupants (long-term) would 
ensure that any hazardous materials used on the Project Site or any of the excess fill dirt sites would be safely 
and appropriately handled to preclude any irreversible damage to the environment that could result if hazardous 
materials were released from any of the sites.  
 
As previously discussed in detail under EIR Subsection 4.5, Energy, the Project would not result in a wasteful, 
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy.  Accordingly, the Project would not result in a significant, 
irreversible change to the environment related to energy use. 
 
5.3 GROWTH-INDUCING IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT 

CEQA requires a discussion of the ways in which the proposed Project could be growth inducing.  The CEQA 
Guidelines identify a project as growth inducing if it would foster economic or population growth or the 
construction of additional housing, either directly or indirectly, in the surrounding environment (CEQA 
Guidelines § 15126.2(d)).  New employees and new residential populations represent direct forms of growth.  
These direct forms of growth have a secondary effect of expanding the size of local markets and inducing 
additional economic activity in the area. 
 
A project could indirectly induce growth at the local level by increasing the demand for additional goods and 
services associated with an increase in population or employment and thus reducing or removing the barriers 
to growth.  This typically occurs in suburban or rural environs where population growth results in increased 
demand for service and commodity markets responding to the new population of residents or employees. 
 
According to regional population projections included in SCAG’s 2016 RTP/SCS, the City of Chino’s 
population is projected to increase 1.5% annually, between 2012 and 2040.  Over this same time period, 
employment in the City is expected to increase 0.62% annually.  (Urban Crossroads, 2019f, p. 88)  The 
Project’s employees (short-term construction and long-term operational) would purchase goods and services 
in the region, but any secondary increase in employment associated with meeting these goods and services 
demands is expected to be marginal, accommodated by existing goods and service providers, and highly 
unlikely to result in any new physical impacts to the environment based on the amount of existing and planned 
future commercial and retail services available in areas near the Project Site.  In addition, the Project would 
create jobs, a majority of which likely would be filled by residents of the housing units either already built or 
planned for development within the City of Chino and nearby incorporated areas.  Accordingly, because it is 
anticipated that most of the Project’s future employees would already be living in the Inland Empire area, the 
Project’s introduction of employment opportunities on the Project Site would not induce substantial growth in 
the area. 
 
Under CEQA, growth inducement is not considered necessarily detrimental, beneficial, or of little significance 
to the environment.  Typically, growth-inducing potential of a project would be considered significant if it 
fosters growth or a concentration of population in excess of what is assumed in pertinent master plans, land 
use plans, or in projections made by regional planning agencies such as SCAG.  Significant growth impacts 
also could occur if a project provides infrastructure or service capacity to accommodate growth beyond the 
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levels currently permitted by local or regional plans and policies.  In general, growth induced by a project is 
considered a significant impact if it directly or indirectly affects the ability of agencies to provide needed public 
services, or if it can be demonstrated that the potential growth significantly affects the environment in some 
other way. 
 
The area surrounding the Project Site is in the process of transitioning from agricultural to non-agricultural 
uses as planned by the City of Chino General Plan, with industrial development to the north and east of the 
Project Site, and commercial development to the south and west of the Project Site.  Development of the Project 
Site may place short-term development pressure on the undeveloped parcel to the southeast of the Project Site; 
however, because this area is ultimately planned for industrial development by the City of Chino General Plan, 
the growth that could occur in the Project area has been planned for to ensure that adequate infrastructure and 
public services are available.  Further, the Project will not require the construction of extensive new oversized 
public facilities which, if such public facilities were constructed, could induce growth. 
 
Based on the foregoing analysis, the Project would not result in substantial, adverse growth-inducing impacts. 
 
5.4 EFFECTS FOUND NOT TO BE SIGNIFICANT AS PART OF THE INITIAL STUDY PROCESS 

CEQA Guidelines § 15128 requires that an EIR: 
 

“…contain a statement briefly indicating the reasons that various possible significant effects 
of a project were determined not to be significant and were therefore not discussed in detail in 
the EIR.” 

 
The Project’s Initial Study, which is included as Technical Appendix A to this EIR, determined that 
implementation of the Project had no potential to result in significant impacts to the areas of aesthetics, mineral 
resources, population/housing, public services, recreation, and wildfire.  Therefore, these issue areas are not 
required to be analyzed in detail in Section 4.0, Environmental Analysis, of this EIR.  A brief summary of the 
Project’s impacts to aesthetics, mineral resources, population/housing, public services, recreation, and wildfire 
is presented below. 
 
A. Aesthetics 

The Project Site is located in the City of Chino, which lies on relatively flat and gently sloping topography.  
No designated scenic vistas or scenic corridors are located in the vicinity of the Project Site.  Distant views of 
the Chino Hills to the west and south are available from public viewing areas in the Project Site vicinity; 
however, these views are not prominent from the Project area and are available in numerous locales in the 
City.  The Project entails the conversion of vacant land (formerly used for commercial dairy farm operations 
that included dirt livestock pens (corrals) for the holding and separation of cattle intended for milking and 
slaughter and ancillary features such as hay/milking barns and open-air wastewater collection ponds) to 
industrial land uses.  Structures proposed on the Project Site would be less than 60 feet tall (but could be taller 
as permissible by the City’s zoning code and subject to future review by the City’s Development Services 
Department).  Other features (including but not limited to) ancillary structures, walls, fencing, landscaping, 
and parking areas would be lower in profile.  The Chino Hills would remain visible above the Project due to 
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the distance from the Project Site and the height and elevation of the mountain features.  Accordingly, given 
the fact that the Project Site is not a scenic vista, is not located near a designated scenic resource, and unique, 
prominent and scenic views would not be obscured by the Project, the Project would not have a substantial 
adverse effect on a scenic vista and less-than-significant impacts would occur. 
 
The Project Site is not located within or adjacent to a scenic highway corridor and does not contain scenic 
resources, such as trees of scenic value, rock outcroppings, or historic buildings.  There are no State-designated 
or eligible scenic highways within the vicinity of the Project Site; however, the Project Site is located 
approximately 1.0-mile east of a segment State Route 71 that is eligible for listing as a State scenic highway 
(Caltrans, 2017).  Due to distance and intervening topography and development, the Project would not be 
prominently visible from the respective segment of State Route 71.  Accordingly, the Project Site is not located 
within a State scenic highway corridor and implementation of the proposed Project would not have a substantial 
effect on scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within 
or visible from a State scenic highway corridor.  No impact would occur.   
 
Implementation of the proposed Project would convert the Project Site from vacant land (formerly used for 
commercial dairy farm operations that included dirt livestock pens (corrals) for the holding and separation of 
cattle intended for milking and slaughter and ancillary features such as hay/milking barns and open-air 
wastewater collection ponds) to an industrial development with two large industrial buildings as well as 
ancillary improvements such as parking lots, drive aisles, utility infrastructure, landscaping, exterior lighting, 
signage, and water quality/detention basins.  The Project would be compatible with the size, scale, height, and 
aesthetic qualities of other large industrial buildings constructed in the immediate vicinity of the Project Site 
and, also, would be required to comply with the Chino Development Code that mandates the compliance with 
standards that regulate the visual quality of development.  Because the Project Site is located in an urbanized 
area and because the Project would not conflict with applicable regulations governing scenic quality, a less-
than-significant impact would occur. 
 
The City of Chino Municipal Code includes design standards for outdoor lighting that apply to all development 
in the City.  The Municipal Code lighting standards govern the placement and design of outdoor lighting 
fixtures to ensure adequate lighting for public safety while also minimizing light pollution and glare and 
precluding public nuisances (e.g., blinking/flashing lights, unusually high intensity or bright lighting).  As a 
standard condition of approval, the Project would be required to comply with the Chino Municipal Code, 
including provisions applicable to outdoor lighting.  Mandatory compliance with the City of Chino Municipal 
Code would ensure that the Project does not create a new source of substantial light or glare that would 
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. 
 
B. Mineral Resources 

The Project Site is not located within an area known to be underlain by regionally- or locally-important mineral 
resources or within an area that has the potential to be underlain by regionally- or locally-important mineral 
resources (Chino, 2010b, p. 4.6-4 and Figure 4.6-4).  Accordingly, implementation of the proposed Project 
would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region or 
the residents of the State of California. 
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